SENT BY,: HOWI&ON, & ARNOj 



972 479 0464 



\ FEB-21-0G 9:18AM; 



PAGE 8/ 15 



5 



Applicant has carefiilly reviewed the: Office Action dated September 24, 2005. Applicant has 
amended Claims 1 and 6 and added itew Gliaii^is 9 - 12 to more clearly point out the present inventive 
concept. Reconsideration and favorable action is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-7 stand rejected under^S^^ unpatentable over Hude& et al and 

Dunn. This rejection is respectfully tiliv^e^with respect to the prior submitted claims and the new 
claims. 



The Examiner has stated in paragraph | of the Office Action that Hudetz discloses: 

"Providing a browser a^lipatioiJ on the user's computer that is [executable] in 
response to predetermined ^ browse^ inptjfe being received by the user's computer* which 
predetermined browser iaptits '«ja^ris|:%.set of user computer inputs that are operable 
to be interfaced to computer iripittS ths| are operable to be interfaced to outputs of one 
of a plurality of physical external computer peripherals (col .3, line 16 - col. 4, line 30 
and col. 1 1, line 40-coI. 12, line 10); h 

providing a non-brovysfet intput Itot is not a portion of the set of predetermined 
browserinputs for generating ait input signal that is notpartofthe set of computer inputs 
(A barcode input is provided which is- dot part Of the set of computer inputs, coL 3^ line 
16-col. 4, line 30); and • [ \ 

launching the web browser on ffie uset's^mputef over a connection established • 
with this simulated browser input arid Jn response thereto* accessing information on. a 
network (col: 3, line 16-col. 4, Itee 30 iahd cOl. II, line 40-col. 12, line 10).'* 

The primary purpose offfudetzis to allow a user to utilize a scanner as one of the browser inputs 
for easily entering UPC codes. This set forth i# <sol. 8, bfeginning at line 35-coK 8, line 46, which is set 
forth as follows; 

"At a block 82, th(i Qiicry Paj^ifc tratismittcd to local host computer 28 in the 
form of an HTML doctiriienv Brbwserlsoftware resident on local host 28 displays the 
Query Page on CRT screen 52. At block 84, the user {or process) enters the first five or . ■ ' 
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all ten digits of the UPC j^duwM^ symbol 46. Because 

the UPC product identific&tiera;^ both machine and human-readable 

format (See Fig. 3), this may bedbne by^aiiual entry using keyboard, v<>ice recognition 
system or other input device^ i$ accomplished by 

scanning UPC symbol 46 ^ffixedfe Mi^fe de^ite 44 reads UPC symbol 46* and 

generates an ASCircharacter &^ via I/O port 38. If the 

UPC number is scaimcd.than -M" 10 ctt^ entered. The UPC product 

identification number is tr^smittedi to tjbe Web server resident on locial service provider 
22 ? which at a block 86 looks up jthe enfeted UPC number in database 60/* 

It can be seen from this text that the uier ernei^s information into a query page via a manual 
method utilizing the keyboard, voice u^li25iftjg|at Voice recognition system or any other type of input 
device* However, the preferable way set! forth; ittHudetz is to Utilize the barcode scanner. This barcode 
scanner outputs an ASCII character 1 fettiiig thiat^^stitiites an input to the computer and also k recognized 
as an input to the browser. Therefore, tli? scantfer h a computer peripheral that is specifically designed 
to be an input to the browser. L ; • 



The Examiner indicated that^rf^lpm«i^ "a browsed application on the user' s computer that 
is [executable] in response to predetermmeci browser inputs being received by the user*s computer** and 
that these browser inputs comprise a set! ^f u^ Compute inputs that are operaWe to be interfaced to 
computer inputs that are operable to be mterfaled to^ of one of a plurality of physical , external 

computer peripherals. Certainly, in fjudetz* ,$he scanner is one of the computer peripherals that 
constitutes a browser input computer perijp^ral ^ set forth ih the claim. However, Claim 1 inquires that 
the step of providing is "providing a browser ^jfiiication on the user's computer that is launchable in 
response to predetermined browser inputs..;" ^ift/^e^, the us^ is required to launch the application 
"prior" to inputting the data thereto, Thib ik Sefifotth in Ci>h 8, line 29 - col. S, line 35, as follows: 

"At a block 82, the Quei^ Pagep^ host computer 28 in the 

form of an HTML document, Bi<^er|sbfW^ host 28 displays the 

Query Page on CRT scre^; 52/ ^ 

all ten digitis of the UPC prtwiuct ^ id^fttifeatioit ttumbet encoded by Symbol 46/* 

Further, the Examiner has stated tfet& constitutes the output of the scanner. 
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The Examiner indicates that this is sup^^ 3, line l&coL 4, line 30. This is basically the . 

summary of the invention. However/th£^ 

at col 8, line 34, as set forth heremiabov^ steteffcat the scafiti^butpirt is clearly an input to the browser. 
This is further illustrated in the speciffc^^ col 11, line 40 - col. 11, line 52 as follows: 

"Referring to Fig/ io/th<6 dp 130 is shown in irtofe 

detail. In an initial setup T38y to read input from barcode 

reader 120- At a decision tlockjl^O, -bfowser "softw^ie 130 determines whether reader 
120 has input. If no input is ayaitiat>l^ control returns to block 138* where browser 
software 1 30 again attempts to febd baitpde reader 120. • If input is available at decision 
block 140, then control moves toja^ software 130 transmits the 

input, read at block 138 to servicie provider (24^ There are other ways to handle input 
from barcode reader 120, and moip sophisticated techniques may be used in actual 
commercial embodiments of the invention." 

As such, it can be seen that the scanner 6jitput |$ a browser input that has a functionality and purpose to 
provide an input to the browser. The output of jihis scanner is therefore to be considered one of the set 
of browser inputs. 

The step of launching the web jbrows^r on ihe tis^^s computer is defined in the claim as 
"launching the web browser on the us^^ <^m^tit^ over a connection established with this simulated 
browser input..." which basically reqt^ input, i.e., the keystrokes in 

Applicant's specification, launches the ^b bfo^iser and then, in response thereto* accesses information 
on the network using the scanned jtifbr^t&j-n. iThis portioti of the specification, col. 1 1 y beginning at 
lme40, is set forth with respect to the desiriptioiofFig, 5; It can be seen that the browser software must 
be loaded prior to entering of the producjt numbbiv Thu$* this simulated input, the scanner output. 
The simulated input provided by the infc^afce ift ^ Applicant's claim provides a simulated inpift that will 
launch the browser and gain access to injfbrtotion on the network. There is no input in Hudetz that is 
provided that will both launch the browser ah3 gain access to a network location. Thus, Applicant 
believes that the Examiner is incotteCt tfiat ffufetz discloses the step of "launching the web browser." 
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The Examiner has indicat^-tfiat^^^ not exclusively teach a method for converting the 

non-browser input in an inter&^'devic^'' tb jrftiiiiiate as a simulated browser input through the user's 
computer one or more of the pt^etcjnbii^ed |iroHvs^r inputs* the Examiner is utilizing the Dunn 
reference to specifically teach a keyboard ^htetfice^ 

The Dunn reference is a ifcfe^W an ordinary keyboard With an 

ordinary output such as a PS/2 outjput tbimaR Q^tput, The input to the computer is operable to receive 
an IR input that is normally generated byj aiil& lceybcyard: This input expects to receive keystrokes and 
either the PS/2 keyboard or the }R--k<0 function and purpose of providing 

keystrokes to a computer. All that is achieved y/iih the Dunn Reference is to convert the scan code of a 
depressed key on a PS/2 keyboard to ^ t|£ ^ These types of keyboards have 

a processor in the keyboard. This is requiredfot P'Sti'. For Vk keyboards, the micropjrocessof is operable 
to convert the depressed scanned . key. and its associated scan code to a serial data format that is 
compatible with IR and interfaces to ab ^ to the IR input to the coilipWtt:. 

Therefore, the IR input on the computer b ©pebble to receive keystroke information and the interface 
outputs keystroke information. Howevjer,: the; peripheral, i.e^ the PS/2 keyboard, already provides 
keystroke outputs but in a different forfeiat therefore, the function and purpose of the. peripheral 
keyboard is the same as the function add purpose of the input port - both provide keystroke inputs. 
Applicant has amended the claims to clarify that there is a set of browser inputs, i.e., one being a 
keyboard, that constitute vahd inputs to ;ti^^ such inputs. A 

normal browser would not expect- to teqeive a^ output .from a seamier on a keyboard input, ft would 
expect to receive inputs from a keyboard. • TKierefore; the keyboard input to the PC would: provide 
individual keystrokes such that a b^o<>^^itip^itig^ niknber of characters could be input one at a tirne. 
That is the function and purpose of the input and the browser/expects to see such* This would certainly 
occur with respect to Dunn whereiii iridiyjdual Characters would be input as keystrokes and they would 
be interpreted as such. Therefore, the fAciidft purpose of the peripheral is the same regardless Of! 
whether the IR keyboard were utilised oftlK c<^iverier in Dunn were utilized. Applicant believes that 
the combination of Dunn with Hudetz fails to anticipate Or obviate Applicant's present inventive concept 
as defined by the amended claims, as adl that Duitn achieves is to provide a keyboard input to a keyboard 
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iaput port on the PC. It is the same fcpctipnalit^ purpose* Lp., inputting characters 

one at a time as depressed keystroked the Clamis require that there is a set of inputs that have a function 
and purpose for inputting information t6 a^rbv/seir, and 'a computer peripheral that does nm have the 
function and purpose associated witbth^CQmppt^ is input to will not have such .a puipose 

and function. Further, neither Dunn nor Hwif/e/z?i^ach the concept of launching the web application with 
this simulated input. Applicant notes th^t tbe ^eS> browser injttudetz can be launched with a annually 
entered code, but this is not something that is possible with the scanner in and of itself, unless such code 
were embedded within the scanner . As such, AjSj^Hcaht nispectftilly requests withdrawal of 35 U.S.C. § 
1 03(a) rejection with respect to Claim t ;i Claims :2-7 depend therefrom and, for that reasoru Applicant 
also respectfully requests withdrawal of ^iU;S^Gv§ 103(a) rejection whh respect to Claims 2-7. . 

With respect to Claims 6 arid 7, the ^xaiftiner has indicated that limitations of Claims 6 and 7 are 
disclosed or suggested by the combination of H^etz m& Duhn* The Examiner has specifically referred 
to Hudetz 7 coL 7> line l-col.8, line 46J arid ^ cpi. 11 ? line 4G*:ol. .12, line 10: This portion of the 
specification merely sets forth that a \j$C ca# be read. There is nothing associated therewith that 
provides for the addition of information;^ the interface device that can be provided as an input to the 
computer. All that Hudetz discloses is thje inputting of the scanned barcode and all that Dunn discloses 
is inputting of the keystrokes. There is rib additional information that is utilized. Therefore, Applicant 
believes that Claims 6 and 7 are not ^tici^te&dr obviated by the combination of Hudetz sad Dunn. 

N ew claims have been added to fiStfer elaborate on the operation of the control code wherein the 
control code is operable to launch tiie-brbw^r'^ttratidh. Applicant believes that no new matter has 
been added by the claims. 
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TO 



Applicant has now macle aji 'earnest jHtt^i&ofjto^ 
For the reasons stated above, Api&ciaritireip^^ of the claims as aiiietided. 

Please charge arty additional fees or defi'cieacids in fees or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 
No. 20-0780/PHLY-24,73S of HOmsdN & ARNOTT; LX.P. 



Respectftj jiyjjibniptcd, 
H0WISQN^>iOJOTT w L.L.P. 
Attorneys iflfJApplicf 



S\ G^goty Mi Howison 
/ ■'{' 7 ReglstratioTi No. 30,646 

GMH:jlh 



P.O. Box 741715 
Dallas, Texas 75374-1715 
Tel: 972-479-0462 
Fax: 972-479H0464 
February 21,2006 
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